I will now turn to the facts of the alleged violation
of the cited standard.  Mr. Sadler's testimony that the roof
bolting process used on October 9, 1984, utilized a total of
four (4) jacks, two jacks per row, is unrebutted and appar-
ently uncontested.  Therefore, I find as a fact that two
rows of jacks, two jacks per row, were installed as tempo-
rary support during the roof bolting process in the haulage
entry outby the accident scene on the day of the accident.

Inspector Moody testified that he had taken measure-
ments of the entire area that was bolted that day.  The
width of the entry according to his notes ranged from 14
feet, 10 inches to 18 feet, 6 inches. I/ He conceded that
for those areas in which the entry was sixteen (16) feet
wide or less, the use of the two jacks per row would have
been adequate and there was no violation.  However, in those
four areas where the entry was wider than sixteen feet, the
company was in violation of the roof control plan, and on
that basis, the citation was issued.  Inspector Moody cal-
culated the width of the haulageway by measuring the dis-
tances between roof bolts placed across the haulageway and
then adding up those measurements to obtain a total width.
Since the roof bolts were not placed in exactly a straight
line across the haulageway, I understand that these measure-
ments would be skewed to the high side.  However, I find
that the essence of the Inspector's testimony, which I find
credible, is that there were four areas wider than fifteen
(15) feet bolted that day utilizing temporary supports on
centers in excess of five (5) feet in violation of the roof
control plan and I so find.

Mr. Remington, the respondent's safety director, also
testified that the width of the haulageway is anywhere from
fourteen (14) to a little over eighteen (18) feet, "depend-
ing on where -you measured it up through there."

Mr. James Kaczmark, the mine foreman, had examined the
roof in the haulage area that day and had found an area that
sounded "drummy."  He stated that this did not necessarily
mean bad top but you should be cautious of the top.  He
specifically told his crew to be cautious in securing the
roof and he was in the area throughout the shift.  This
indicates to me that he knew or should have known that his
men were not complying with paragraph 19 (a) (2) of the roof
control plan in those areas of the haulageway that were wider
than fifteen (15) feet.  His realization that caution was in
order in securing the roof should have made him even more
aware of the importance of compliance with the roof control

IT Inspector Moody's notes reflect the following width
measurements:  15'5"; 14'10"; 15'6"; 15'0"; 16'2"; 16'11";
18'6"; and 16'4" (GX-6)..
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eable.
